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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority based on an 
application filed in Switzerland on 30 September 2002. It is noted, however, that 
applicant has not filed a certified copy of the application as required by 35 
U.S.C. 119(b). 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: "in particular" 
doesn't make sense in the context of the claim. Appropriate correction is required. 

2. Claim 9 is objected to because of the following informalities: "one of in line 1 of 
the claim should be deleted. Also, line two should read "a conveying belt and a 
pressure-exerting belt". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 10 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

5. Re claim 10, a broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation 
that falls within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, 
since the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
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of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031 , 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 10 recites the 
broad recitation "a plane which is inclined in relation to the horizontal", and the claim 
also recites "an essentially vertical plane." which is the narrower statement of the 
range/limitation. 

6. Claim 17 recites the limitation "the guide surface" in line 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

8. Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Meier (US 4,550,822). 

9. Re claims 1 and 2, Meier discloses everything claimed, including a conveying nip 
(between 19 and 14), and a positive stop (7), the spacing between the positive stop and 
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conveying nip being selected such that the trailing edges of the products are still located 
in the conveying nip when the leading edges strike against the positive stop (sheet 12b 
in fig. 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 3-7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Meier in view of Reist (US 4,320,894). 

12. Re claim 3, Meier discloses the apparatus as claimed in claim 1 . Meier lacks the 
explicit disclosure of a positive stop of two-part design, the first part being of stationary 
configuration and the second part being of moveable configuration. Reist teaches a 
positive stop of two-part design (44 and 37) in order to prevent any further movement of 
the printed product until entrainment by the next gripper (col. 7, lines 3-8). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to add a positive stop of two-part design to the apparatus of Meier , as taught by 
Reist . in order to prevent any further movement of the printed product until entrainment 
by the next gripper. 

1 3. Re claim 4, Meier as modified by Reist discloses the apparatus as claimed in 
claim 3, wherein the moveable part (37) of the positive stop is formed by an element of 
a gripper taking part in the product-transfer process. 
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14. Re claim 5, Meier as modified by Reist discloses the apparatus as claimed in 
claim 4, wherein the moveable part (37) of the positive stop is formed by an, in 
particular leading leg or a guide surface, connected to said leg, of a gripper taking part 
in the product-transfer process. 

1 5. Re claim 6, Meier as modified by Reist discloses the apparatus as claimed in 
claim 5, wherein the guide surface, in the closed state of the gripper, is oriented at least 
essentially parallel to the product abutment-surface of the trailing gripper leg (see fig. 2 
of Reist) . 

16. Re claim 7, Meier as modified by Reist discloses the apparatus as claimed in 
claim 6, wherein the gripper legs can be pivoted individually and/or together about a 
pivot pin moving in the conveying direction and are coupled, in particular, to a 
transporting chain or to individual carriages (see fig. 2 of Reist ). 

17. Re claim 9, Meier as modified by Reist discloses the apparatus as claimed in 
claim 1 , wherein the feed section is designed as a conveying belt (Reist . 13), a 
pressure-exerting belt (Reist , 24) which can be driven at the speed of the conveying 
belt and runs, at least in part, parallel to the conveying belt being provided in that end 
region of the conveying belt which is directed toward the conveying arrangement, for the 
purpose of producing the conveying nip. 

18. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meier in 
view of Reist and Hansch (US 6,488,278). 

19. Re claim 8, Meier as modified by Reist comprises the apparatus as claimed in 
claim 6. Meier and Reist lack the explicit disclosure of a dedicated control guide which 
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controls the opening and closing movement of the respective gripper legs. Hansch 
teaches such a dedicated control guide (40, 40') in order to pivot the carrying arms (col. 
2). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add a dedicated control guide to the apparatus of Meier as 
modified by Reist . as taught by Hansch . in order to pivot the carrying arms. 

20. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meier in 
view of Reist and Honeqqer (US 4,034,845) (" Honeqqer 1 "). 

21 . Re claim 10, Meier as modified by Reist comprises the apparatus as claimed in 
claim 9. Meier and Reist lack the explicit disclosure of a feed section that runs in an 
essentially vertical plane. Honeqqer 1 teaches such a feed section, in order to convey 
the printed products (col. 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to add a vertical feed section to the 
apparatus of Meier as modified by Reist . as taught by Honeqqer 1 . in order to convey 
the printed products. 

22. Claims 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Honeqqer (US 6,457,708) (" Honeqqer 2 "). 

23. Re claims 11-13 and 18, Meier discloses a method of operating an apparatus as 
claimed in claim 1, in the case of which: the sheet like products, in that end region of the 
feed section which is directed toward the conveying arrangement, are transported 
through a conveying nip until they butt, by way of their leading edges, against the 
positive stop provided in the product-receiving region of the grippers (col. 6, lines 34- 
39); and the conveying movement through the conveying nip is continued and a closing 
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movement of the grippers is initiated (col. 5, lines 57-61). Meier lacks the disclosure of a 
step wherein the grippers are closed completely while the trailing edges of the products 
are still located in the conveying nip. Honeqqer 2 teaches the step of closing the 
grippers completely while the trailing edges of the products are still located in the 
conveying nip, in order to firmly clamp the printed products (col. 5, lines 24-37). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to add the step of closing the grippers completely while the trailing 
edges of the products are still located in the conveying nip, in order to firmly clamp the 
printed products, to the method of Meier , as taught by Honeqqer 2 , in order to firmly 
clamp the printed products. 

24. Re claim 14, Meier as modified by Honeqqer 2 discloses the method as claimed 
in claim 13, wherein the speed of the products in the conveying nip and the transporting 
speed of the grippers during the product-transfer process are co-ordinated with one 
another such that the products butting against the positive stop are buckled, or pass into 
a curved-out state, before the grippers are closed completely (Meier , col. 5, line 65 - 
col. 6, line 5). 

25. Re claim 1 5, Meier as modified by Honeqqer 2 discloses the method as claimed 
in claim 14, wherein the speed of the products in the conveying nip and the transporting 
speed of the grippers during the product-transfer process are co-ordinated with one 
another such that the products which are gripped by closed grippers in their front region 
and have their rear region still located in the conveying nip are straightened out again 
without the products being subjected to destructive tensile loading (Honeqqer 2 . col. 4). 
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26. Re claim 16, Meier as modified by Honegqer 2 discloses the method as claimed 
in claim 15, wherein the closing movement of the grippers is at least essentially 
completed while the leading edges of the products butt against the positive stop (Meier , 
fig. 1). 

27. Re claim 17, Meier as modified by Honegqer 2 discloses the method as claimed 
in claim 1 1 , wherein the guide surface (belt 14 in Meier) , at least over a time interval 
immediately preceding completion of the closing movement of the gripper legs, is 
oriented at least essentially parallel to the respectively trailing gripper leg (see fig. 1 of 
Meier) . 

Conclusion 

Any prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeremy R. Severson whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2209. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Mackey, can be reached at 571-272-6916. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
JRS 



PATRICK MACKEY 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 




